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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

OCTAGON LAW GROUP, INC.,

Petitioner,

v.

OCTAGON WORLDWIDE HOLDINGS,
B.V.,

Registrant.

Cancellation No. 92056629

Mark: OCTAGON

Registration No. 2,470,833

Registration Date: July 24, 2001

REGISTRANT’S REPLY IN FURTHER SUPPORT OF MOTION TO TAKE
PETITIONER’S DEPOSITION ORALLY AND IN OPPOSITION TO PETITI ONER’S

MOTION TO QUASH

Registrant, Octagon Worldwide Holdings, B.V. (“Registrant”), respectfully submits this

reply in further support of its Motion to take the deposition of Petitioner Octagon Law Group,

Inc. by oral questions (the “Motion”).

In response to Registrant’s Motion, Petitioner filed a document entitled Motion to Quash

Registrant’s 30(B)(6) Notice of Deposition Of Petitioner, in which it opposes the Motion and

seeks to quash the Notice of Deposition served on Petitioner (the “Response”). In its Response,

however, Petitioner fails to show that Registrant does not have good cause for taking the

deposition of Petitioner (through a Rule 30(b)(6) representative) in order that Registrant may

fully defend its registration and to put itself in the best position to defend these cancellation

proceedings instituted by Petitioner. In the absence of a showing ofhardship by Petitioner


